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OPINION 1730 

Graptolithus clintonensis (currently Monograptus dint one n sis', 
Graptolithina): specific name attributed to Hall, 1852 and a lectotpye 
designated 

Ruling 

(1) Under the plenary powers the specific name clintonensis Hall, 1843, as 
published in the binomen Graptolites clintonensis , and all uses of that name prior to 
the publication of Graptolithus clintonensis Hall, 1852, are hereby suppressed for the 
purposes of both the Principle of Priority and the Principle of Homonymy. 

(2) The name clintonensis Hall, 1852, as published in the binomen Graptolithus 

■clintonensis and as defined by specimen no. 30951 in the American Museum of 
Natural History, New York, U.S.A. (figured by Hall, 1852, pi. A17, fig. la) hereby 
designated as the lectotype, is hereby placed on the Official List of Specific Names in 
Zoology. 

(3) The name clintonensis Hall, 1843, as published in the binomen Graptolites 
clintonensis and as suppressed in (1) above, is hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology. 

History of Case 2815 

An application to conserve the specific name of Monograptus clintonensis in its 
accepted usage by attributing it to Hall (1852) was received from Dr D.K. Loydell 
{Institute of Earth Studies, University College of Wales, Aberystwyth, Wales) on 12 
April 1991. After correspondence the case was published in BZN 49: 43^15 (March 
1992). Notice of the case was sent to appropriate journals. 

It was noted on the voting paper that an alternative approach would have been the 
designation of a neotype in the 1852 sense of clintonensis for the nominal species 
Graptolites clintonensis Hall, 1843. However, in his 1843 publication Hall based this 
species on his illustrated specimen (which is of Monograptus priodon Bronn, 1835; 
para. 1 of the application) and Dr Loydell favoured the published approach, i.e. 
attribution of the name to Hall (1852) where the species was described in some detail 
and the proposed lectotype was figured. 

Decision of the Commission 

On 1 December 1992 the members of the Commission were invited to vote on the 
proposals published in BZN 49:44. At the close of the voting period on 1 March 1993 
the votes were as follows: 

Affirmative votes — 22: Bayer, Bock, Cocks, Corliss, Hahn, Halvorsen, Heppell, 
Kabata, Macpherson, Mahnert, Martins de Souza, Minelli, Nielsen, Nye, Ride, 
Savage, Schuster, Starobogatov, Stys, Trjapitzin, Ueno, Willink 
Negative votes — 6: Bouchet, Cogger, Holthuis, Kraus, Lehtinen and Thompson. 
Dupuis abstained. 

Lehtinen commented that since the original reference specimen of Graptolites 
clintonensis Hall, 1843 existed there was no reason to change the concept of the 
species because of subsequent errors by the original author. Thompson commented 
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that insufficient justification had been given for the suppression of clintortensis Hall, 
1843; he considered that the specimen selected as the lectotype of clintonensis Hall, 
1852 could have been designated as the neotype of clintonensis Hall, 1843. Kraus 
commented that inadequate information had been given on the usage and importance 
of clintonensis Hall, 1852 and questioned whether names in current use would be 
affected if priority were followed; in addition, the application had not been supported 
by other specialists in the field. Dupuis abstained because a European senior 
synonym of clintonensis Hall, 1852 might be found which would have correlation 
implications. 

Original references 

The following are the original references to the names placed on an Official List and an 
Official Index by the ruling given in the present Opinion: 

clintonensis, Graptolites, Hall, 1843, Geology of New York. Part IV. Survey of the Fourth 
Geological District, p. 74. 

clintonensis, Graptolithus, Hall, 1852, Palaeontology of New York. Volume II, containing 
descriptions of the organic remains of the Lower Middle Division of the New York System, 
p. 39. 



